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Austfinians two centuries before Austin : " They who
thus/ are accustomed to speak apply the name of law
unt6 that only rule of working which superior authority
imposeth; whereas we, somewhat more enlarging the
sense thereof, term every kind of rule or canon, whereby
actions are framed, a law1."

It seems, then, that in seeking after a definition of law
we have not only to withdraw our minds from all the
elements but one of a complex conception, but also to
choose between the two ideas which seem equally pro-
minent in that conception. Our definition, in order to
be scientific as a definition, must be incomplete as a de-
scription. We must build upon the notion of order, or
the notion of force. The question is, which of the
two ideas is the more important, which is the key to
the greatest number of distinctions between various kinds
of rules, which can be made the basis of the classification
most convenient for the purposes of everyday life, and
most fruitful of results in the field of juristical research.

To answer these questions fully would be to re-write
the science of jurisprudence. Current opinion, influenced
almost exclusively by Bentham and Austin, pronounces
with a near approach to unanimity in favour of the first
of these alternatives. It would perhaps allow that law is
a growth, and that the great analytical jurists dealt with
the phenomena of one stage only in its development. It
might also concede that their account of law was not
complete, but was, as we have contended, the result of
abstraction. But it would hardly be prepared to admit
that there was anything to be said for Hooker's view as
against Austin's. Yet it seems to me, if I may venture

1 Hooker, Ecclesiastical Polity I. in. i.